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Response to Arguments 

1 , Applicant's arguments filed 22 May 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues "that the prior art of Council does not teach or suggest 
accepting a request for data transfer if the e-mail is received over LAN and denying the 
request if the e-mail is received over the internet. There is no distinction between receipt 
of the email over a LAN of the Internet, rather, Council is concerned only with whether a 
particular email address has authorized billing. Council does not provide or suggest the 
security prevention of misuse) features of applicant's invention," 

Examiner does not rely upon Council to teach or suggest each and every feature 
of the claimed invention. For a claim rejection under 35 USC § 103 purposes, Examiner 
is relying on the teaching that Council refers to information contained in a datagram to 
handle/authorize the data transfer of an email communication so that a user can gain 
access to the message. The prior art of Council can make the discrimination preferably 
at the ISP (col. 3, lines 37-38). The ISP can choose whether or not to accept the email 
addresses (col. 4, lines 8-12) that are part of the LAN (col. 3, lines 32-34) based on a 
list and can choose whether or not to accept the addresses that are part of a public 
network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2, Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Council (USPN 6,192.114 B1) in view of Taylor (USPN 5,922,071 A). 

With respect to claim 1 , Council discloses a facsimile machine (computer, coL 4, 
lines 1-5) connectable to PSTN (public communication, col. 3, lines 42-53) and another 
network (LANs and WANs, col, 3, lines 32-34) and adapted to receive data from a data 
transmitter (DTE 1, col. 3, lines 15-20) over the another network (LANs and WANs, col, 

3, lines 32-34) and transfer the data to a recipient (user of DTE 8), comprising: 

a memory (source address list, col. 4, lines 1-7) for storing delivery conditions, 
including whether or not a request for data transfer should be accepted, in accordance 
with at least part of an address of a data transmitter (DTE 1, col. 3, lines 15-20); and 

a control unit (computer, col. 4, lines 1-5) for determining whether the request for 
data transfer should be accepted, based on the address of the data transmitter (source 
address of DTE 8, col, 4, line 4), wherein the another network includes LAN and internet 
(LANs and WANs, col. 3, lines 32-34), the data is an e-mail (col. 3, lines 62-65), and the 
control unit accepts the request for data transfer if the e-mail is received over LAN (col. 

4, lines 8-12) and does not accept the request for data transfer if the e-mail is received 
over the internet (col. 4, lines 17-23). 

Council does not disclose determining whether the request for data transfer 
should be accepted based on the delivery conditions. 

Taylor et al disclose storing delivery conditions (see Fig, 140 indicating a time 
and date schedule to deliver a facsimile) to transfer data. 
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Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the scheduling feature of Taylor et 
al to the memory of Council in order to obtain a data transfer scheduler. The motivation 
for doing so would be to permit a data transfer at a certain time period. 

With respect to claim 2. Council discloses a facsimile machine (computer, col. 4, 
lines 1-5) connectable to PSTN and another network (LANs and WANs, col. 3, lines 32- 
34) and adapted to receive data from a data transmitter (DTE 1, col. 3, lines 15-20) over 
the another network and transfer the data to a recipient (user of DTE 8) comprising: 

a memory (source address list, col. 4, lines 1-7) for storing delivery conditions 
including recipients registered in accordance with at least part of an address of a data 
transmitter (DTE 1, col. 3, lines 15-20); and 

a control unit (computer, col. 4, lines 1-5) for determining a recipient of data, 
based on the address of the data transmitter (source address of DTE 8, col. 4, line 4), 
and transferring the data to the determined recipient (user of DTE 8), wherein the 
another network includes LAN and internet (LANs and WANs, col. 3, lines 32-34), the 
data is an e-mail (col. 3, lines 62-65), and the control unit accepts the request for data 
transfer if the e-mail is received over LAN (col. 4, lines 8-12) and does not accept the 
request for data transfer if the e-mail is received over the internet (col. 4, lines 17-23). 

Council does not disclose determining a recipient of data based on the delivery 
conditions. 
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Taylor et al disclose storing delivery conditions (see Fig. 140 indicating a tinne 
and date schedule to deliver a facsimile) to transfer data to a recipient. 

Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the scheduling feature of Taylor et 
al to the memory of Council in order to obtain a data transfer scheduler. The motivation 
for doing so would be to permit a data transfer at a certain time period. 

With respect to claim 3, does not disclose a facsimile machine wherein the 
delivery conditions include day and time of data transfer. 

Taylor et al disclose storing delivery conditions (see Fig. 140 indicating a time 
and date schedule to deliver a facsimile) to transfer data. 

Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the scheduling feature of Taylor et 
al to the memory of Council in order to obtain a data transfer scheduler. The motivation 
for doing so would be to permit a data transfer at a certain time period. 

With respect to claim 5, Council discloses a facsimile machine wherein the 
recipient is specified by a facsimile number or e-mail address (computer compares 
source addresses, col. 4, lines 1-5). 

With respect to claim 6, Council discloses a facsimile machine of claim 2, 
wherein the controller (computer analyzes source addresses and see decision block 15 
of Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 1-5) can transfer the data to a plurality of recipients. 
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With respect to claim 7, Council discloses a facsimile machine of claim 6, 
wherein the recipients are specified by facsimile numbers and e-mail addresses 
(computer compares source addresses, col. 4, lines 1-5 and see decision block 15 of 
Fig. 2. Examiner notes that communications protocols include public networks (e.g., 
PSTN for fax numbers) as well as TCP/IP (for email addresses), col. 3, lines 42-53). 

With respect to claim 8, Council does not disclose a facsimile machine of claim 2, 
wherein the recipients include a printer connected to the another network. 

Taylor et al disclose a printer selector (see Figs. 14A-C with a pulldown menu for 
designating a default printer on a network(s) for a facsimile). 

Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of print data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the print pulldown feature of 
Taylor et al to the apparatus of Council in order to obtain a method of selecting a printer 
on a certain network. The motivation for doing so would be to choose a desired printer. 

With respect to claim 10, Council discloses a data transfer method comprising 
the steps of: 

A) receiving data over a network (computer at ISP 5 receives data from Internet 
4, col. 3, lines 12-25); and 

B) determining whether the data should be transferred to a designated recipient 
based on an address of a data transmitter (col. 3, lines 12-25), wherein the network 
includes LAN and internet (LANs and WANs, col. 3, lines 32-34), the data is an e-mail, 
and the step B determines that the data should be transferred if the e-mail is received 
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over LAN and that the data should not be transferred if the e-mail is received over the 
internet (the system of Council is implemented to selectively decide which emails are 
received by the intended recipient over the LANs and WANs, col, 2, lines 8-15). 

Council does not disclose determining whether the data should be transferred to 
a designated recipient based on predetermined delivery conditions. 

Taylor et al disclose storing delivery conditions (see Fig. 140 indicating a time 
and date schedule to deliver a facsimile) to transfer data. 

Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the scheduling feature of Taylor et 
al to the computer 5 of Council in order to obtain a data transfer scheduler. The 
motivation for doing so would be to permit a data transfer at a certain time period. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Council discloses a data transfer method of claim 10 
further including the step of transferring the data to the designated recipient according 
to determination made in the step B (the system of Council is implemented to selectively 
decide which emails are transferred by the intended recipient over the LANs and WANs, 
col. 2, lines 8-15). 

With respect to claim 12, Council discloses a data transfer method of claim 10, 
wherein the predetermined delivery conditions include day and time of data transfer. 

Taylor et al disclose storing delivery conditions (see Fig. 140 indicating a time 
and date schedule to deliver a facsimile) to transfer data. 
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Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the scheduling feature of Taylor et 
al to the computer 5 of Council in order to obtain a data transfer scheduler. The 
motivation for doing so would be to permit a data transfer at a certain time period. 

With respect to claim 14, Council discloses a data transfer method of claim 10, 
wherein the recipient is a printer connected to the network. 

Taylor et al disclose a printer selector (see Figs. 14A-C with a pulldown menu for 
designating a default printer on a network(s) for a facsimile). 

Council and Taylor et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of print data transfer. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the print pulldown feature of 
Taylor et al to the apparatus of Council in order to obtain a method of selecting a printer 
on a certain network. The motivation for doing so would be to choose a desired printer. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Lett whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7464. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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